RECEIVED
APR 2 1097

March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners , _
¢/o Federal Communications Commission Federal Gommunications Commission

1919 M Strect N.W. Room 222 YHETFLE COPY ORIGINAL Offis of Becretary

Washington, D.C. 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sothat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system

does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content

information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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Missouri PTA Office
2101 Burlington Street
Columbia, MO 65202-1997

1-800-328-7330
Fax: (573) 886-0693
March 10, 1997 )
RECEIVED
Chairman Reed Hundt APR 2 1997
c/o Federal Communications Commission Fedaral Communications Gommission
aral Commun

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 Oftios of Seoretary
Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt,

I am in complete agreement with the National PTA's position opposing the V-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti. As parents we need information as to content of programs not what
age the show is appropriate for. Parents are the ones to make choices for their children based on
content information provided on the screen and published in TV periodicals.

The industry's rating system as proposed in my opinion does not meet the statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996..

The following suggestions would improve a rating system:

* Content information for violence, sexual depiction and nudity and language

* That the rating icon be made bigger and more prominéntly placed on the screen.

*

That the rating board be independent of the industry.

My children are young adults now but as a teacher I'm concerned about all children.. We need
improved ways to make TV choices.

Sincerely,

Linda Poehimann
Columbia, Missouri
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RECEIVED
APR 2 1997

March 1997 Fedsrul Gummunications Commission
Office of Seoretary

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Comrmission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINN.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Collins School PTSA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want
the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V(for violence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language).

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that
one rating system.

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents,

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

/
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997
APR 2 1097

Fadera; inati .
March 1997 o c“o""’"'}“ul;fmws Commission

Chairman Reed Hunds and FCC Commissioners DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Steet N.W.,, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Ayl ALJ/

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (local, councﬂ dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presentcd by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descrlptxons on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. T

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

» That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, 2 j ,' /
M o
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March 9, 1997 HECE,VED
APR 2 1997

Faderai Gommunications Commissi
ok mission

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners m FhE GOPY ORmN_

c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the R. D. White PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
nformation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do
not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1966. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system,

e that the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program,

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

¢ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, z ; (ﬁm 3‘@7 )

Christine Sauceda (Conaway)
PTA President, R. D. White Elementary School
Glendale, CA 91208 /
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m LEWISTON-PORTER CENTRAL SCHOOL

Working Together for Children

New York State Congress of Parents and Teachers, Inc.

Mr. Reed Hundt DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGNAL RECEIVED

FCC Commissioners

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 2.

Washington, DC 20554
Feden) Oommun Co
i ,',"‘““’ Mmission

Dear Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners:
RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-535, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the LEWISTON PORTER SCHOOL DISTRICT PTA OF
THE STATE of NEW YORK. We strongly oppose the Valanti TV Rating System for not giving parents
the information needed to judge what is in the best interest in TV for our children. We do not believe the
television industry can be objective in clearly rating their own programs. The media is in the business of
selling products with the shows they produce and will do most anything to get all of the people to watch
and buy their products.

WE, AS PARENTS, WANT TO KNOW THE VIOLENT CONTENT, SEXUAL CONTENT & NUDITY,
AND PROFANITY OF EACH PROGRAM OUR CHILDREN WATCH.

This is not what we are getting in the existing rating system. One persons TV-M is another persons TV-
PG, and this is not acceptable. We need to be able to glance at the TV set and immediately know if the

program is all right for our children. The indicator square should be on-screen at all times for parents to
monitor.

Thank you for taking time to acknowledge our concerns. Our children need every chance to grow up in a
clean and healthy environment and this will help them .

Sincerely for our children's sake,

&%X

Jack Burmeister

President, Lewiston Porter PTA
3320 East Avenue
Youngstown, NY 14174

(716) 745-7340

3-11-97

tvrate
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SAMPLE LETTERTO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

D0RETAECOPY ORgy,  RECEIVED

March 1997 ,

R . APR 2 m’
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners S T
¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission Federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.,, Room 222 of

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ﬂa!cuua_;___efl\ cal,‘council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
I'V scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require aV—chxp band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating sysiem;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That ahy rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on .an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, /
/ No. of Copies rec'd

Your Name % = - List ABCDE

Town, State L
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

¢/o Federal Communications Commission RECE'VED

1919 M St. NW, Rm_ 222 .

Wash D.C. 20554 DOCKET FLE COPYORIGINAL  Apn 2 1999

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Fodora Communications Commission
Office of Secratary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

meTon SChaol 10 to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as byJackVa]mh,chnirofﬁ:eTVRaﬁngImplamnhﬁonGmup,onJm 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonsiraie overwhelming parent preference for a raiing system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themsejves based on contens information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
30 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so importani to chiidren and
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NEW JERSEY PTA Magch 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 . RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 W“‘Em T
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

Fedenui Communigations Commission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Offcs of Suoretary

\ Iamwﬁﬁngont?mlfoftheNaﬁomlPTA,theNemeeyPTAmdasamemberofthe

A i b i P 1 1o voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presenied by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropnate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on contenx information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include confent information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parenis. Further, that any rating sysiem appruved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 WEMCOW OWECENED

Wash. D.C. 20554
APR 2 1097

Fedaral Communications Commi
il ommission

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
rﬂa—nldnw,&kpol PTA . Suecasuuna \io voice my opposition to the v~chip rating system
asmen!edbylackVa]euh,chmrofﬂ]eTVRaungImplanmmuonGmup on Jan. 17, 1997.
MEﬁngsymbolmmeTVsaeendoesnMpmvidesuﬁiciemmmmfmmaﬁonsothat
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fail which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a raiing system
that gives parenis information about {he content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on contens information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include confent information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequenily during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mcots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

famlies.
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

191908t NW, R 222 : RECEIVED

. - APR 2 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:
Federal Comqtunimions Commission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Office of Secratary

MEehalfoftheNattonalP’l‘A,theNewJexseyPTAandasatnmnberofthe
(‘:?u?%, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content informaiion about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that camry TV scheduling is
useless.

pfosﬂe
as

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include confent information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it inctude
parents. Further, that any rating sysiem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 | RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 mmm OWMLPR 2 1087

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:
Federal Com[nunimions Commission
RE: CS Doclet No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Office of Secrstary

@ I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
Mg:p&d'@&dﬂ PT# to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presenied by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.

The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient comtent information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 18 best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themseives based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include canfent information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system upproved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 80 important to children and

Sinrarely

Ararawwawa] y
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 RECE,VED

Wash. D C 20554 N YETFLE . APR 0 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Fedora Communications Comission
Office of Secretary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writy panﬁ%of National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
(\Lm 10 voice my opposition to the v-chip rating sysiem
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonmation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content informaiion about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
5o and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would aliow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequendy during
the course of a program,;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chiidren and
famalies. ' _
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

ToloM st ;:xw proal RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 mmmw ORIGNAL MR 2 199

D C] . an I{‘m and Cmission: Fedemi coon';imuniw‘o"s Commissio,|
ce of Secratary
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Lhlf P to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
i, chéir of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV scfeen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what 13 appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descniptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required {o detecnine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do net believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as Y for Viclence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip bandbmdemghtlntwmldallowparmtsto
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chaimman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 |
UOCKET FILE GOPY ORIGINAL APR 2 1997

Federai C(Bn;,llnunimhns Gommission
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 el

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as 2 member of the
W ﬁfj/V to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Ji alenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a raiing system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any raiing system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

DearChmnnanI-IxmdtandCommxssxon

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indusiry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not inciude content information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and I, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thankyontcrﬂnsopporﬂmetooamnentonanmsueso:mportammchﬂdmnand
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 - wWRE

Wash. D.C. 20554 oONEL mm ORIGRAL CEIVED
Federal Communications Commission

RE: CS Docket Ne. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Offce of Secretary

behalfoftheNatlomlPTA,theNewJetseyPTAandasamemberofﬂle

M(ﬁ'.m.,{ [VINER to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as;xesentedbyJackValmﬁychmrofiheTVRnhngImplemenhﬁonGmup on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Mayor
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLL REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parenis want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling 1s
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Viclence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program,;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chiidren and

families.
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
/o Federal Communications Commission RECEIVED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222

Wash. D.C. 20554 mﬁ“m ()Vﬂ’AL APR 21997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Federal Communications Commission

Oftice of Secratary
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
€.Roy Bivbhy P of Bosciu_to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonsirate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Cir./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contenr information about the program. Any raiing system without
cantent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequenily during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that uny rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chiidren and

families.
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NEW JERSEY PTA Mareh 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

c/o Pederal Communications Commission ‘ RECEIVED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 ORIGH

Wash. D.C. 20554 oORET PLE O0PY -~ APR 21997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Federai Cm:g;e;mmmmm

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as & member of the
chool £ 1 P14 to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contenx informaiion about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that camry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not incinde content information
about programs such as YV for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it moots the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 50 important to chiidren and

families. ) .
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

¢/o Federal Communications Commission RECE VED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 N,

Wash. D.C. 20554 | 1997

mm' Federy Communicas:
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: W “—Em omc: g,“?ms Commissiop
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the

£. ﬁm{\' Bixby PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwheiming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 1s best for their chhldren. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on comient information about the program. Any rating system without
centent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
siatuiory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Vielence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enocugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating sysiem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

families.
Sincerely, )Kfuxmn q. (ap@-gw\
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

¢/o Federal Communications Commission R ECE | VE D
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222

Wash. D.C. 20554 B M ~ APR 21997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission'mmi X Federai Communications Commission

Office of Secrstary
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

(l[ it behalfgfthe ational PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
Mi m”@@/ | 1 to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient comtent information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating systern has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, § for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear W during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parenis. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaiuated by independent
research to determine if it meots the needs of parents.

' Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

c/o Pederal Communications Commission RECEIVED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 2
Wash D.C. 20554 ‘ APR 1997
JOOMET FLE COPY ORIGNAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Federal Communications Commission
Office of Secratary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
Luvivesee e Sehal PrA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parenis information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on comtent information about the program. Any rating system without
comtent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as Y for Viclence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parenfs. Further, that any rating sysiem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 | RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 OOCKET FAE COPYORIGNAL app 2 1997

Federai Communications Commission
Office of Secretary
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ‘

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

onbehalfoftheNaﬁomlPTA,theNewJuseyPTAandasammb«ofthe
/\/ Vdj?e(/ 0-7. (P7sH to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
uwanedbflackValmh,chmrofiheTVRaungImplemmﬁahonGmup on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parenis information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parenis want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling 1s
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than ane rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of 2 program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it inctude
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thankyonfmﬁﬁsoppmtmﬁtytooonnneﬂonanismsoimpommmchﬂdrmand
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

c/o Federal Communications Commission RE CEl VED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 .

Wash. D.C. 20554 DOCKET PAECOPYORGINAL  4PR 2 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Fodera %O';i'g;’:‘f?ms Commission

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

7

IamwntmgonbehalfoftheNauomlPTA,theNew Jersey PTA and as a member of the

to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
pmmiedbyJ ‘ aletm,chmrofﬂwTVRatmgImplanmmmnGroup,onJan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on comtent informaiion about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cary TV scheduling is
useless,

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not inciude content information
ahout programs such as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently piaced on (he screen, and appear more frequencly during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating sysiem appruved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.
Smcesely,‘ ’ \Zyt
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NEW JERSEY PTA - March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

¢/o Federal Communications Commission RECEIVED

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222

Wash. D.C. 20554 . APR 2 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: m FRECORY | Commugf,?,ons Commissip
serotary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presenied by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a raiing system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is

useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following;:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does net include content information
about programs such as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Langusge;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program,;

That the rating hoard he independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mects the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission

c/o Federal Communications Commission RECE / VED
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 :

Wash. D.C. 20554 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL APR 2 1997
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission: Fedei Gonyy

Offic o 220" Commisgiy
RE: CS Docket No. 9755, FCC 97-34

Iamwn/%g bw hgmlPTA,theNewJeneyPTAamiasammbaoﬁhe
Arn ‘44»\2 tovmcemyopposmontoﬂxev-chxpmtmgsystem
asmtedbyJackVa]eﬂh,cbmrofﬂmTVRaungImplanmmonGmup on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parenis can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a raiing system
that gives parents information about the content of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 18 best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contenrt informatiion about the program. Any rating system without
confent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does

30 and ask that the FCC not apprave the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V for Violence, $ for Sexual depiction and nudity and L, for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh that would allow parents to
receive more than ane rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mocts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
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